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When should the media be 


biased? 


We have to confess to a little wry amuse- 
ment as we behold the current row going on 
between supporters of the Government in its 
war in the Gulf and the operatives of the 
mass media covering the war. The media, 
according to their critics, are failing in their 
patriotic duty by being much too ‘objective’ 
in their war coverage. When they show 
pictures of civilians in Iraq bearing the 
marks of suffering from the bombing, for 
instance, they are, in the eyes of many war 
partisans, acting as propagandists for 
Saddam Hussein. Replying to these condem- 
nations, media reporters and their chiefs 
protest that it is their job, as they see it, to 
portray the war exactly as it is, to hide 
nothing and to be absolutely truthful and 
factual at all times. This, according to them, 
obliges them to depict the tragic side of the 
war as it affects both sides. 

To learn that the media have this firm 
belief in truthful and factual reporting, that 
they think it right to ‘‘hide nothing,” is 
something of a revelation. For it is this very 


same media which, over the past few years, 
have carefully ‘covered up’ news of racial 
disturbances in many parts of Britain with 
the result that we have only heard of them 
by means of our network of informants on 
the spot. And it is this very same media that 
has been a party to an agreement, formul- 
ated by the Press Council, not to report 
news of criminal offences in such a way as 
to publicise the race of the offenders — thus 
giving the British public the awful idea that 
in some categories of crime ethnic minority 
members are involved to a disproportionate 
degree. 

In the field of reporting on matters 
connected with race in Britain, in other 
words, the media have not so far made an 
overwhelming impression in the way of 
truthfulness and objectivity. That their 
spokesmen should now be protesting that 
Gulf War reporting is prompted by these 
principles sounds not a little comical. 

But against this there is another consider- 
ation. In view of the particular circum- 
stances of the Gulf conflict, it turns out to 
be no bad thing that media coverage exposes 
the brutal effects of the war and portrays 
people on the other side as human beings 
suffering great hardships. As millions of TV 
viewers in Britain, the United States and 
throughout the world saw the after-effects of 
the recent bomb that landed on the civilian 
shelter in Baghdad, it is probable that no 
small number of them asked themselves the 
question: does the argument over which 
Arabs control a tiny piece of sand in the 
Middle East really justify this level of death 
and destruction? 

When our own national security or vital 
national interests are at stake and can only 
be defended by the use of armed force, we 
are ready — or at least should be ready — to 
accept war with all its consequences. We 
certainly ought not to enjoy the sight of 
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- civilians in the enemy’s country getting 


killed or maimed, but equally certainly we 
should not allow it to weaken our resolve to 
do everything that is necessary to achieve 
victory. Those of us concerned with the 
production of this magazine did not feel 
pleasure at the thought of Argentine soldiers 
getting killed or mutilated in the Falklands 
War. But because that war was one which, 
from Britain’s point of view, it was absol- 
utely necessary to fight and win we did not 
engage in the customary ‘liberal’ hand- 
wringing over such casualties; they were 
regrettable, but they had to be accepted. It 
was as simple as that. The war in the Gulf is 
in a wholly different category. There is no 
vital British or American interest that 
requires that either country’s forces are 
involved. In these circumstances the sight of 
wholesale death and destruction merely serve 
to heighten a sense of the utter pointlessness 
of the conflict. 

We can be quite sure that our rulers are 
acutely aware of this. So far, they have been 
able to drag most of the population along 
with them in supporting the war. But they 
know perfectly well that once the initial 
‘gung-ho’ atmosphere evaporates and the 
casualty bill starts to be presented more and 
more people are going to begin asking the 
awkward questions which so far have been 
kept mainly under wraps — questions such 
as: what the hell are we really fighting for? 
No wonder that these rulers are ultra- 
sensitive to the reverberations set off by the 
media; they have every reason to be! 

That there is really a debate at all about 
this issue is just a symptom of the confusion 
of the national mind. Were Britain a nation 
with its thinking properly in order, it would 
only be sending its forces to fight in wars 
where a genuine national interest was 
involved, and no government would enter- 
tain for a second the idea of ordering the 
shedding of blood in any other circum- 
stances. In such a case of a just and necess- 
ary war — as the Falklands War, for 
instance, was — there would be no doubt as 
what the duty of the media was. It would be 
the duty of the media to be on their own 
side. That would most certainly rule out any 
question of ‘objective’ reporting. And 
government would have the perfect right to 
impose on the media whatever restrictions 
were necessary to ensure that the will to 
fight the war was maintained. In any case, 
were such a happy condition of national 
maturity of outlook to prevail it is doubtful 
whether there would be any need for a 
blackout of news concerning casualties — be 
they on our side or the enemy’s — for these 
would be accepted as the price that has to be 
paid for victory in a just cause. When a 
nation reaches a point at which its view 
about the rightness or wrongness of a war 
wavers in response to TV films showing 
pictures of destruction, that nation can be 
said to have lapsed into a state of mental and 
emotional infancy. Perhaps our Government 
realises that this is just the state to which 
Britain has been reduced today. 


At any rate, as things are vve can regard 
the media reporting that has come under 
criticism for its so-called ‘objectivity’ as a 
desirable development — whatever the 
reasons and motives behind it. Almost 
anything that induces our mentally comatose 
population to activate their grey cells and 
think has to be accounted a good thing. 
From the standpoint of our rulers, on the 
other hand, it is naturally a bad thing. So, 
for once, we find ourselves on the side of 
the media. It is a strange phenomenon. It is 
not likely to be permanent. But while it lasts 
let us exploit it all we can! 


It’s that man again! 


President Saddam Hussein has now 
achieved such a place in establishment 
demonology that it could be said of him, as 
it might once have been said of Hitler, that 
if our current Prime Minister slipped on a 
banana skin and injured himself in his fall he 
(Saddam) would no doubt be accused of 
placing it there. The Iraqi leader being the 
big baddie of the moment, every conceivable 
misfortune or catastrophe that occurs must, 
needless to say, be attributed to him. 

On February 13th an American bomb fell 
on a civilian bunker in Baghdad and killed 
large numbers of women, children and old 
folk. The world was understandably 
shocked. 

There then proceeded the business of 
coming up with an explanation for how it 
happened. Had the allies in fact decided on 
a policy similar to that adopted on 
Churchill’s ruling in the Second World War: 
the terror bombing of civilian targets, 
calculated as a means of destroying the 
population’s will to resist? Knowing the 
deeper motives that lurk behind the self- 
righteous speechifying of allied leaders, we 
wouldn’t put it past them to think of such a 
thing. It is probable, however, that if such a 
thought did occur it was quickly followed by 
the counter-thought that in today’s situation 
it would be doubtful if they could get away 
with it. 

Most probably, therefore, this mass-killing 
of civilians was no more than what would be 
described, in armed forces parlance, as a 
gigantic cock-up (or similar words to that 
effect!). It certainly didn’t do the Coalition 
cause any good, and it would be no surprise 
if some powerfully-phrased rockets were 
issuing forth against those responsible. 

But to the chiefs of the Coalition powers, 
and to some of their accomplices in the mass 
media, this occasion of human tragedy was 
too good to miss as an opportunity for just 
one more piece of mind-blowing propa- 
ganda. So the story went out — couched in 
typically sneaky innuendo — that the whole 
thing might deliberately have been arranged 
by Saddam Hussein himself. In other words, 
the Iraqi boss contrived to have civilians 
placed in a building that he knew would be 
targeted for bombing — so that they could be 
duly slaughtered and the Iraqi cause enabled 
to capitalise on a wave of world-wide 
sympathy as a result! The idea was not 


stated as a fact, only mooted as a possibility. 
President Bush mooted it. John Major, as if 
a parrot perched on Bush’s shoulder, mooted 
it. Several newspaper writers mooted it. The 
germ of the thought was planted in the 
public’s mind. Many of course, if they 
thought about the suggestion with any 
seriousness, would no doubt dismiss it as 
highly improbable. But the propagandists 
knew what they were doing: they knew that 
an allegation, however far-fetched, when 
directed against a person already held in low 
esteem, will leave a little of its residue 
behind in the human psyche, even if the 
allegation itself is rejected after sober 
consideration. The workings of mass- 
emotion are such that, once it is highly 
activated, one part of the brain can neglect 
to draw conclusions from the logic arrived at 
by the operation of another part. Once the 
‘baddie’ syndrome is created, there is a deep 
human need to believe everything awful 
about the subject that is suggested. Ration- 
ality flies out of the window and pure blind 
hate and prejudice take over. Sophisticated 
practitioners in the propaganda industry 
understand this only too well, and do not 
hesitate to put it to use. 

So we can bank on it that the allegation 
that Saddam arranged the bombing of his 
own people, if not universally believed, 
nevertheless effectively increased by a few 
degrees the intensity of public feeling against 
him. To quote the most abused phrase in the 
dictionary, ‘‘there’s no smoke without 
fires." 


Cheltenham Tory ’rebellion’ 


fizzles out 


Readers will recall that we did not hasten 
to hang the flags out when, in our January 
issue, we commented on the revolt of certain 
Tories in Cheltenham against the decision to 
adopt West Indian John Taylor as prospect- 
ive Conservative candidate for the next 
general election. Our approach to this affair 
was very cautious, and with good reason: in 
the past we have seen enough Tory ‘rebell- 
ions’ emerge, emit a lot of hot air, and then 
expire quickly and tamely a short time 
afterwards. We saw no reason why this one 
was going to be any different. 

In the event, a meeting convened on 
February 12th endorsed the new black 
candidate by the substantial majority of 406 
votes to 164. But that was not all. 

After the announcement of the vote, the 
leading campaigners of the anti-Taylor 
faction were almost falling over each other 
to dash up to the candidate, shake him by 
the hand and assure him: ‘‘We’re right 
behind you.” 

Almost certainly, the size of the vote 
against Taylor’s adoption was not repres- 
entative of the true number of people in the 
constituency party who were unhappy about 
his selection — if previous reports of the 
rebellion were anything to go by. Many of 
the discontents undoubtedly fell in meekly 
behind the pro-Taylor faction after appeals 
had been made to them to show ‘party 


loyalty’ and not to ‘rock the boat’. 

So, it seems probable that that will be the 
last we will hear of the ‘Cheltenham rebels’. 
However, if there are any of them left with 
one principle to rub against another there is 
only one honourable thing they can now do 
— quit the party of treason, sell-out and 
surrender and join the ranks of the BNP! 


When is a refugee not a 
refugee? 

Government ministers in this country and 
their counterparts in Europe are faced with 
an increasingly difficult dilemma dealing 
with the torrent of would-be immigrants 
from the Third World now seeking ‘refugee’ 
status in order to settle in the White Man’s 
domains. 

According to a report in the Sunday 
Telegraph (10.2.91), 30,000 people arrived 


‘in Britain last year demanding to be treated 


as ‘refugees’ — double the total for 1989 and 
10 times the number doing so in 1980. The 
report went on to say that: ‘‘Although on 
average fewer than one-third satisfy the 
United Nations definition of a refugee — 
someone with a ‘well-founded fear of 
persecution’ — only one in 10 of the 9,660 
cases decided in 1989 were turned away.”’ 

According to the writers of the report, 
David Wastell and Valerie Elliott, the 
Government ‘‘is increasingly alarmed that 
would-be economic migrants (in other 
words, people who are only here for the 
beer. Ed.) may be claiming asylum in an 
effort to circumvent the immigration laws.”’ 
And they continued: ‘‘While ministers are 
concerned that genuine refugees should 
continue to find safe haven in Britain, they 
are vehement that this apparent loophole 
should be closed.”’ 

Just how to close it seems to be the 
problem. Looking into the claims of 
‘persecution’ lodged by the thousands of 
Third World migrants now landing here is a 
task of virtually insuperable difficulty. It 
seems that, so keen is our Home Office to 
bend over backwards to escape any charges 
of being ‘illiberal’, or — worse still — cf 
being ‘racist’, that the self-styled ‘refugee’ is 
almost always given the benefit of the doubt. 
In other words, the onus is on the British 
authorities to prove that an applicant for 
asylum is not fleeing from ‘persecution’ 
rather than on the applicant to prove that he 
is. As the figures for acceptances show, it is 
a very one-sided argument. 

Of course we are in this mess — a mess 
that, according to some press reports, 
threatens to become very much bigger in the 
future — because we are tackling the thing 
wrongly at very first base. 

The proper criterion of whether an immig- 
grant should be admitted to this country is 
not the question of whether he is a genuine 
refugee or not, whether he is actually fleeing 
from real persecution or not; the proper 
criterion 1s whether he or she is the kind of 
person we should wish to have as a citizen 
and permanent resident of this country. Let 

Contd. on page 20 


Page three 


Ei Sh ae a Sr os el a 


THE ‘NEW WORLD ORDER’: 
JUST WHAT DOES IT MEAN? 


JOHN TYNDALL takes the lid off a fashionable phrase to 
examine the reality underneath 


THE ALLIED COALITION is fighting 
the Gulf War, as we know, to uphold the 
principle that nations must not use armed 
aggression to annexe the territory of their 
neighbours (unless they are Soviets or 
Israelis). It is also fighting for the right of 
small nations not to be invaded by larger 
ones (unless the small nation is Grenada 
or Panama). The Coalition is fighting for 
freedom (except for white patriots in 
western countries). It is fighting against 
dictators (unless they happen to be left- 
wing ones). It is fighting for democracy 
(like they have in Saudi-Arabia and like 
they had in Kuwait just prior to the Iraqi 
invasion). 

But there is one further thing which, 
according to current rhetoric, the Coalition 
is fighting for. It is fighting, as President 
Bush has been at pains to tell us in 
numerous recent pronouncements, for a 
‘New World Order’. Here, if nowhere else, 
we ought to start to take seriously the war 
claims of the Coalition; for here President 
Bush and others most certainly are speaking 
the truth. The problem lies in the fact that 
the general public perception of this truth is 
a million miles apart from what it means in 
reality. Just what is the ‘New World Order’ 
of which these people speak? We had better 
soon start to understand what it is if we 
know what is good for us. We also urgently 
need to understand it if we are to get to the 
root of what British, American and other 
servicemen are risking their lives for in the 
Gulf. 


HOW DOES THE MAN IN THE 
STREET SEE IT? 


Before we examine the reality of what 
Bush & Co. mean by the ‘New World 


Order’, we should first look at the general — 


public perception of it that has been 
mentioned. That perception is blissfully 
simple and innocent. 

Ask the man in the street what comes into 
his mind when the term ‘world order’ is 
mentioned and he very likely will reply that 
it means no more than a world of stability, 
a world in which war has been elminated 
and in which international conflict is reduced 
to the absolute minimum, a world of 
universal prosperity in which nations trade 
freely with each other and in all other ways 
deal with each other in accordance with a 
commonly accepted set of rules and 
principles. He will also, very likely, add that 
it means that the nations of the world will 
have been thoroughly and permanently 


Page four 


| 
BUSH | 
His ‘world order’ is nothing more than a 
recipe for world chaos 
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imbued with the notions of ‘democracy’, and 
so much so that it will be inconceivable to 
anybody that political life could be organ- 
ised on any other basis. 

Some of course will not descend to quite 
this level of naivity, but will nevertheless 
have in their minds a degree of international 
tranquillity and cohesion of the kind that was 
proven as feasible, for instance, for a large 
part of the 19th century. But even these 
comparative realists will be far off the mark 
in their interpretation of what is in mind by 
those who today engage in the semantics 
under discussion. 

For ‘New World Order’ as parroted by 
President Bush, and as conceived much 
more deliberately and precisely by those 
who stand behind him issuing him his 
directions, means nothing less than a world 
tyranny: the concentratica of a monopoly of 
power in the hands of a numerically small 
oligarchy, not responsible to the electorate 
of any nation and not removable by any 
process identifiable with popular ‘democ- 
racy’ aS we understand it. It means the 
extension to the whole planet of a form of 
invisible government that has prevailed over 
most of the Western World since 1945 and 
which, far from bestowing upon us the 
blessings of ‘order’, has in fact been 


responsible for more upheaval, more 
conflict, more misery and more chaos than 
any powerful force existing since the dawn 
of history. 

The ‘New World Order’ means very 
simply the consolidation and further 
expansion of the reign of the liberalistic one- 
world consensus, imposed upon nations by 
the omnipotent power of money, masking by 
idealistic and sweet-sounding rhetoric a 
ruthless drive towards total control over 
human beings of a kind that the likes of 
Saddam Hussein have not even started to 


‘dream about. 


DOUBLE-STANDARDS 


Some observers have been baffled by the 
fact that numerous acts of aggression and 
numerous invasions of the territory of one 
country by another have occurred around the 
globe without any of this incurring the wrath 
of the advocates of ‘world order’, let alone 
military action organised by those same 
advocates of ‘world order’ to restore the 
status quo ante. What then is so special 
about the recent invasion of Kuwait by Iraq 
that it has, unlike the others, provoked this 
response? Ivor Benson had it well summed 
up in his article ‘1991 — year of vast 
change’, which appeared in this January’s 
issue of Behind the News, when he said:- 


"First let us try to compress into a few 
words the total history of our century: a 
world revolution has been in progress since 
before the turn of the century, having as its 
central aim the setting up of a totalitarian 
‘New World Order’. This revolution, of 
which two world wars, the Russian Revol- 
ution and the dismemberment of the 
colonial empires were major features, now 
encounters increased resistance, the most 
immediate and most challenging being an 
Islamic resurgence in the Middle East.”’ 


In what way then does the Islamic resur- 
gence of which Mr. Benson speaks comprise 
a special threat to the ‘New World Order’ 
which other developments do not? It does so 
in two ways that stand out above all others. 

In the first place, resurgent Islam 
constitutes an economic threat to those 
powers which hitherto have dictated the 
terms of international economic life for most 
of the past half-century. It does this for the 
very obvious and universally recognised 
reason that the Islamic states of the Middle 
East control a huge part of the world’s oil- 
reserves. 

But it does so for an additional reason that 
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is less obvious and less recognised. The laws 
of Islam prohibit the practice of usury on 
which the economic life of most of this 
planet is now based and upon which rests 
the very power of those in control of the 
‘New World Order’ under current discuss- 
ion. 

Usury permits the powers of finance — in 
the context of today, international finance 
—to regulate the supply of money on which 
all economic life depends, and to do so as an 
essentially private transaction which places 
it above governments, above laws and 
outside the sovereignty of nations. Indeed, 
by this very practice that sovereignty of 
nations has today been reduced to a purely 
nominal status. 

It is this very power of international 
finance that constitutes the force behind the 
20th century world-revolution of which Mr. 
Benson speaks. Any state which organises its 
economic affairs in a manner which defies 
the rules laid down by international finance 
and its system of usury marks itself down 
immediately for destruction, by whatever 
means are dictated by the situation — 
economic and political means if possible, 
military means 1f necessary. 

Resurgent Islam, by its economic ethics — 
which outlaw usury and thus render the 
economies of Islamic states independent of 
the international financial juggernaut, and by 
its additional strength that comes of its 
possession of so much of the world’s oil, 
constitutes a menace to the entire estab- 
lishment that has been predominant in world 
affairs since the conclusion of the Second 
World War. 


ISLAM CHALLENGE 
TO ZIONISM 


But in another way the Islamic resurgence 
threatens the controllers of the ‘New World 
Order’. It challenges the very state that 
provides the territorial and political fulcrum 
of that world order. Again Mr. Benson, in 
the same article, provides a clue as to what 
the turmoil in the Middle east is all about:- 


"There need be no doubt about the real 
purpose of the western initiative in this 
area: it is to set up an expanded Israel as 
a military and political firm base. There, as 
throughout the so-called Third World, we 
see the former separate European national 
imperialisms being replaced by a new 
global cosmopolitan imperialism with 
Zionism as the national spearhead of it 
and backed by a highly concentrated 
financial power which has drawn all the 
nations of the West into its service.” 


What Mr. Benson is clearly saying here is 
that there exists a direct relationship between 
the ‘New World Order’ and Zionism by way 
of the predominance of Jewish influence in 
the world of international finance and the 
ability of those exercising this influence to 
engineer wars against any state that defies 
them. What he is also clearly saying is that 
the position of Israel as a strategic entity in 
the Middle Eastern scheme of things, and as 
a state which could be swept aside if the 


ambitions of resurgent Islam are to be 
fulfilled, is the factor that has brought about 
the present military conflict in the Gulf and 
the huge build-up of western (mainly 
American) armed forces there. If Saddam 
Hussein’s invasion of Ruvvait had never 
taken place, an alternative pretext for this 
military build-up would have had to be 
found. This lends perfect logic to the declar- 
ation of White House spokeswoman 
Margaret Tutweiler, made shortly before the 
Iraqi occupation of Kuwait, that such an 
occupation would not be opposed by the 
United States Government should it take 
place. Obviously, the US Government was 
setting a trap for Saddam Hussein which it 
ardently hoped he would walk into. He did. 
And the US was thereby spared the problem 
of finding another excuse for sending its 
forces to the Gulf. 

So, among the numerous and manifold 
autocrats who are to be found around the 
world, and among the numerous and 
manifold national leaders who have comm- 
anded their armies to invade the territories 
of their neighbours, it had to be Saddam 
Hussein of Iraq who was the one to be 
picked upon and ‘resisted’ by military force, 
while being excoriated by the mass media as 
the Devil Incarnate of the hour. Other 
‘dictators’ or ‘military aggressors’, you see, 
may well have disturbed the peace and order 
of their particular parts of the world — 
indeed may have disturbed the peace and 
order of the world as.a whole. But this is a 
peace and order of the kind that is under- 
stood by the ordinary man in the street; it is 
not the kind of ‘order’ that President Bush 
and his manipulators have in mind, for theirs 
is an ‘order’ that bears no relation whatever 
to the dictionary definition of the word. It is 
an ‘order’ in the pursuit of which the 20th 
century has been made one of the most 
violent and cataclysmic centuries of history 
— probably the most violent ‘and cataclys- 
mic, if the sheer scale of destruction and 
slaughter is to be our yardstick. 


CENTURY OF CALM 


As implied before, the 19th century was 
one of comparative calm and stability beside 
our own. After 1815 the major conflicts 
were few, and they were in all cases local in 
their dimensions. There was the Crimean 
War. There was the American Civil War. 
There was the Franco-Prussian War, 
preceded by the relatively small-scale 
Prusso-Danish War and Austro-Prussian 
War. Finally, there was the South African 
War, which began in the 19th century and 
ended in the 20th. Of these, the American 
Civil War and the Austro-Prussian War 
could not even be considered international 
wars at all, but were essentially ‘family 
quarrels’. 

There most certainly was for much of the 
19th century a state of affairs which might 
have merited being considered as a ‘world 
order’. 100 per-cent order there was not, but 
in what century has there ever been? There 


most certainly was a relative degree of order 
by comparison with which the 20th century 
appears one of sheer bedlam. Within the 
nations that dominated the 19th century there 
may well have been much that needed 
putting right — grinding poverty, unjust 
social consitions and backwardness in mass 
education — but between those nations there 
was, for most of the time, an accord and a 
civility of relations scarcely seen in the 
century to follow. 

In as much as there was such a thing as a 
‘world order’ in the 19th century, it was a 
world order resting on the dominance of just 
a few very powerful nation-states, of which 
our own was possibly the most powerful. 
What is significant is that those nation-states 
for the most part recognised and respected 
each other’s distinctive spheres of interest. 
Just occasionally these spheres of interest 
would overlap and collide — such as in the 
Alabama case, when Britain was accused by 
the US of intervention by proxy in the 
American Civil War, and in a number of 
relatively minor disputes of demarcation 
between the leading colonial empires, of 
which the Fashoda Incident, involving 
Britain and France, was typical. In virtually 
all these instances, however, problems were 
solved by sensible diplomacy — combined 
here and there with a little show of force- 
majeure by the stronger disputant — and 
above all a rational appreciation of the 
consequences of alternative options. 


NO MEDDLING 


No meddling ‘international authority’ 
played any part in the maintenance of this 
‘world order’; it manifested itself by natural 
process, and its surest guarantee was that, 
with a few exceptions, all the major nations 
had their own separate areas of development 
that did not conflict with one another. 

Among the exceptions, one of the greatest 
significance was Alsace-Lorraine, which 
became perhaps the leading factor of 
contention in the Franco-Prussian War. The 
issue was resolved by the superior efficiency 
of the Prussian General Staff system of Roon 
and Moltke, which tipped the balance 
between two otherwise nearly equal armies. 
The war itself lasted slightly over six months 
and the level of casualties was minute by 
comparison with those of the two major 
wars of the 20th century. But had those 
times instead being dominated by such 
impulses as ‘‘opposing militarism’’ or 
‘*making the world safe for democracy’’ and 
had, in consequence, Britain and other major 
nations considered it their solemn duty to 
intervene to tip the balance, who knows 
what sort of a conflagration the Franco- 
Prussian War might have become? Wisely, 
however, the statesmen of the world 
recognised that natural forces should be 
allowed to prevail and victory to go to the 
stronger. By this display of moderation and 
proportion the conflict was confined to the 
local dimensions in which it began. 


Contd. on page 20 
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AN UNWANTED WAR 


Why, asks IVOR BENSON, have the western powers for so 
long postponed a ground offensive in the Gulf? 


The following was first published as part 
of a larger article entitled ‘Some Angles on 
the Gulf War’ in Behind the News, obtain- 
able from Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740, 
South Africa. 


THE ALLIES had achieved supremacy at 
sea as well as in the air, the British War 
Cabinet was informed on February 4th, 
but a land battle, now considered inevit- 
able, was still ‘‘some way off,’’ and 
round-the-clock bombing would have to 
continue. 

With so short a battle front and such huge 
forces assembled, why the seemingly interm- 
inable delay in launching a land attack? 

One part of the answer is a fear that 
unless the Iraqi ground defences can be 
decimated by bombing, etc., an advance by 
the Allied ground forces could end in 
disaster. Why so? Because, apart from a 
small minority of professionals, tank crews, 
etc., the Allied ground forces, the American 
in particular, are unfit for combat. 

Another part of the answer is the fear that 
public support for the war would not stand 
the strain of much loss of life on the Allied 
side; therefore, no expenditure on munitions 
and no amount of death and destruction 
visited on Kuwait and Iraq by technological 
means is considered too high a price to pay 
for the avoidance of ground combat. 

But how are we to explain the unfitness of 
so many soldiers for combat and the untrust- 
worthiness of a supporting public opinion 
and sentiment? 

Part of the answer to that question can be 
worked out from Enoch Powell’s condemn- 
ation of the Gulf War as ‘immoral’. Many 
writers hesitate to use that word because of 
its too frequent association with sex; sexual 
immorality, however, is of trifling conseq- 
uence compared with immorality in the 
exercise of great political power. 


PERPETRATORS AND VICTIMS 


Broadly defined, the word ‘immoral’ 
refers to the infringement of natural law in 
the conduct of human relations, whether 
between individuals or groups. A distinction 
must be drawn between the perpetrators of 
an immoral exercise of power and the 
victims of it — like the ‘volunteer’ soldiers 
waiting to be pushed across the frontier into 
Kuwait, not to mention those being pounded 
with bombs on the other side. 

The individual soldier as he waits for the 
order to advance finds himself in a grossly 
unnatural situation. Most of the races of man 
are programmed and equipped by nature to 
fight and risk being wounded or killed, but 
the circumstances must be right if this 
natural response to danger is to be evoked. 


Page six . 


For the Allied soldiers in the Arabian Desert 
such circumstances do not exist; they are 
thousands of miles from home and can have 
no clear idea of why they are there at all. 
In moral and psychological terms, there is 
an imbalance which can be redressed only 
by vast superiority in weapons of destruc- 


FIT FOR COMBAT? 


to a degree unprecedented in recorded 
history, another episode of indeterminate 
duration in an age of conflict without 
precedent in recorded history. 

Out of states created by force and fraud, 
therefore artificial and unnatural — like 
many of those in the Middle east — war 


o 


This is an American woman soldier awaiting the coming battle in the Gulf. Attached 

to her helmet is a picture of her not-long-born baby. It is a total disgrace that this child 

is somewhere at home needing his mother’s attention while she, the mother, is doing 

a man’s job at the war front. Just how is America’s bi-sexual and multi-racial army 

going to shape up in a conflict that has nothing to do with the defence of the United 
States? 


tion: on the Allied side a polyglot force of 
mixed race and colour, not even of the same 
sex, and on the other a relatively homo- 
geneous force united by religion and fighting 
on what they regard as home territory, the 
boundaries established by aliens having no 
meaning for them. | 

Troops less fit for close combat than 
America’s volunteer army it would be hard 
to imagine. Many, especially the Blacks, 
would have joined up only because other- 
wise unemployed, while a large proportion 
of the Whites would have been attracted 
only by grants for university study. Few 
would have imagined they would ever have 
to fight. 

The nett result is a war that is unnatural 


situations are created which are entirely 
unnatural, therefore deeply immoral. 

And it is for the defence of a ‘just cause’ 
supposedly to be found in such situations 
that the nations of the West are expected to 
send, and even be ready to sacrifice, their 
sons. 

In this unfitness for close combat, and 
diminished popular enthusiasm for war, we 
see a divergence of two motivational 
systems, the one having its centre among 
those who operate the levers of power and 
the other in the minds and feelings of 
ordinary people. Great power is of a new 
and unprecedented kind, calling for warfare 
of a different kind. 
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THEY CALL THIS EDUCATION? 


A look at the madhouse that the modern school system has 
become, by A SIXTH-FORMER 


WE constantly hear through the media 
that our education system is a shambles, 
that standards are falling. We are told 
that this is all due to a lack of money. But 
I beg to differ. Financial constraints are 
doubtless a problem; but they are only a 
tiny speck compared with the real source 
of the trouble, which is the utter rubbish 
our school pupils of today are being 
taught. 

I remember as a child reading Enid Blyton 
and watching children’s television. It was all 
good, clean and harmless. Respect was 
engendered. All presenters and characters 
were of healthy native British stock. Now 
our nurseries are full of ‘learn-to-read’ 
books in which the characters comprise 
Asians, West Indians and every other ethnic 
minority imaginable. Children’s television on 
our ‘Public Service’ network of the BBC is 
now presented by a black man. Our young 
people are being numbed into accepting a 
multi-racial slum of a society before they 
can get the chance to formulate their own 
independent opinions. 

I am a sixth-form student at a college in 
the South West of England. If all other such 
colleges are like mine, then God help our 
country! There is an asphyxiating blanket of 
false, liberalistic indoctrination, which in 
future years will have to be removed. The 
place is filthy: ‘environmentally-conscious’ 
students leave their plastic coffee cups to 
blow about in the wind. Posters cover all of 
the walls. Recently we were called upon to 
endure ‘Gay and Lesbian Week’, when the 
whole place was plastered with posters 
showing men kissing each other. And of 
course we have an uncountable number of 
anti-poll tax posters, all sponsored by the 
deviant degenerates of the Socialist 
‘Workers’ Party. In case this was not 
enough, we were recently subjected to a 
special ‘One-World Week’, which was 
devoted to extolling miscegenation. One 
poster on careers taken up by ex-students 
showed four black people out of four! 
Maybe I was mistaken, but I thought I lived 
in Britain. 


STAFF STRIKES 


Staff have twice gone on strike over pay 
just as it has neared the time to write school 
reports. I have had only two reports in four 
terms, the others having been left undone as 
part of ‘industrial action’. The head of 
politics is a member of the Communist 
Party, and the coffee bar is named after 
everybody’s favourite terrorist: Nelson 
Mandela of course! 

We learn the ‘truth’ behind the events in 
Europe between the wars — their truth, 


needless to say. We are told that fascism is 
a complete an inexplicable aberration of the 
mind, whereas communism, and the ubiq- 
uitous Marxist theory, are gentle forays into 
a Utopian society of equality and sharing. 
That the ‘one-world’ community that is 
constantly advocated would lead effectively 
to the destruction of the White Race and all 
that it has achieved is completely lost on 
most — although of course those who dance 
to the jungle noise, known apparently as 
‘Rap’, would no doubt welcome this. We 
learn that the Spanish Government which 
General Franco overthrew was not in any 
way left-wing, and that the fear of commun- 
ism felt by Mr. Neville Chamberlain was 
without foundation, even ‘paranoid’ — the 
implication being that British youngsters 
should have died for international bolshev- 
ism on foreign soil. 

Some months ago we were presented, no 

doubt at great expense, with an ‘AIDS 
Pack’. I must first remind the reader that our 
ages spread from 16 to 19. The contents of 
this pack were as follows:- 
@ A leaflet entitled ‘Your Guide to Safer 
Sex and the Condom’, which contained 
pictures of students the vast majority of 
whom belonged overseas. 


@ Exposure: Sex in the 1990s. The cover of 
this delightful booklet showed a racially- 
mixed group of morons gyrating to some 
rhythmic pap. 
@ Guide to a Healthy Sex Life, a booklet 
including in very great detail the symptoms 
(apart from idiocy) displayed by those whose 
sex lives are not exactly healthy. Of course, 
there was no mention of the healthiness of 
marriage and the procreation of children — 
no, only the implication that free sex is fine, 
with anyone of any sex and any race, just as 
long as you use a condom. 

Our schools are creating a sleazy society 


of degeneracy and miscegenation in which 


virginity is a far worse sin than buggery. 

It may be interesting to note that one of 
the pack’s sponsors is Sebastian Coe, one- 
time Olympic gold-medallist middle-distance 
runner and more latterly a prospective 
Conservtive Party candidate. 


JUNGLE MUSIC 


In the refectory we are bombarded with 
the most dreadful ‘music’. The effect on 
those eating can clearly be seen. Their 
bodies and natural rhythms are caught by the 


Contd. overleaf 


SCHOOLING IN ALIEN CULTURES 
This picture shows a class at a British college being taught one of the ‘ethnic minority’ 
dances. No-one thinks to teach them the dances of their own British homeland 
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THEY CALL THIS EDUCATION? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


beat. They lose control of their thoughts. 
With them thus drugged, the dangerous one- 
world, left-wing, love-everybody lyrics sink 
into their skulls, and they will find them- 
selves repeating the tone and basis of these 
without a moment’s serious consideration of 
the subject. Both the Students Union and the 
staff are acquiescing in the mental destruc- 
tion of our young, who are becoming pro- 
grammed mouthpieces for the raceless, 


cross-bred, one-world degeneracy against 
which we are all fighting. 

I was accused of being a ‘wimp’ for not 
wishing to march alongside degenerate 
eggheads in a leftist-organised protest against 
the poll tax. Well, these people will get a 
shock one day when they see us marching 
through the streets of the cities of this 
country in our thousands. One day — and I 
believe it will not be so far off — we shall 
be so numerous and so strong that our 
controllers and their partners-in-crime who 
go under the banners of Searchlight 
magazine and the SWP will not dare to 


threaten our activities. We will be un- 
bannable and unstoppable. Our time will 
come, and when it does one of our first 
priorities must be the education of our young 
people in the old, tried and tested virtues 
that led our forefathers to create our Empire 
and earn us, in all truth, the title of Great 
Britain. 

The writer of this article is, as he states, 
a sixth-former.at a college in the South West 
of England. He has asked that his name be 
not reproduced at the head of the article on 
account of almost certain victimisation at 
school if his identity became known. 


ARE WE SEEING THE COMING 


DEATH OF A WORLD OF LIES? 


An ‘Anti-Modernist’ speculates on what the 1990s are 


going to bring 


This article is reproduced with 
acknowledgements to The Intelligencer, in 
which it was first printed under the title of 
‘Optimism in the new ’90s’. The Intelli- 
gencer is obtainable from BM Perfect, 
London W.C.1. 


HOW MANY of our readers have a small 
sense of optimism upon entering the 
1990s? A number of our acquaintances tell 
us that they have. And we confess that we 
feel it too. 

It is hard to imagine that this optimism 
can be felt among those who continue to 
inhabit the modern world. The broadcasts 
and periodicals are as despicable as ever, the 
popular ‘music’ as vile and filthy, the dress 
and manner of the natives as generally 
unpleasant. It is not a world any sane being 
could wish to live in. Even periodicals 
supporting some traditional cause or other 
are filled with modern cant, false counties, 
metric money and every other piece of 
routine collaboration that can be crammed 
in. Even the brightest aspects of the modern 
world are insurmountably alien. 

So what is it that makes one feel so 
optimistic? It is a good question and I am 
not even sure that we have a good answer; 
but one does. Even the date ‘1990’ does not 


feel as distasteful as ‘1989’. I recall looking | 


at a black wrought-iron public bench, with 
1990 picked out in gold. It seemed a symbol 
of the coming times. I look at the stomach- 
churningly disgusting new telephone kiosks 
with a sense of calm and inner certainty that 
they will not be there much longer. The 
possibility that this will be the last decade of 
repulsively casual dress, and the last decade 
of really filthy music, keeps coming into the 
minds not only of my immediate aquain- 
tances but of various people I meet. 
Socialism, the greatest power-house of 
modernism, is dying. The madness no 
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longer has method in it, and the monster is 
cut off from its sources of life. For the first 
time in a lifetime of modernist stagnation, 
there is a breath of change in the air. If one 
were impatient for change, the frustration 
and uncertainty would be intolerable. But for 
we who have no intention of touching the 
modern world with a barge-pole until a 
considerable measure of change has been 
established, it is possible to smile quietly 
and see that it is coming — slowly according 
to the scale of individual life, but in 
historical terms very rapidly indeed. 


TOEING THE LINE 


‘‘Within a few years of independence the 
one-party state became established across 
Africa...In most of Africa it was deliberately 
imposed by the small cliques who took 
power in the aftermath [of colonialism] and 
which wanted to hang onto the accomp- 
anying spoils.’’ | 

The above quotation is taken from a 
report issued by the Financial Times news 
service; which is, to our mind, the only 
interesting thing about it. The facts 
contained therein are commonplace and 
known to anyone who has any information 
about Africa and any brains with which to 
add two and two and come up with a 
number between three and five. But no-one 
actually said such things in public. Not long 
ago a Financial Times hack who turned in a 
report of this sort would have been looking 
for alternative employment the next day. 
People who said that sort of thing were 
‘racialists’ and ‘reactionaries’. 

Similarly, while it was permissible to 
criticise this or that ‘human rights abuse’ in 
Russia or in Communist Eastern Europe, 
root-and-branch criticisms of the entire 
communist system were the province of the 
political right, and very rarely heard over 


the airwaves or in most newspapers. 

In both cases, the ‘line’ has suddenly 
changed, and things which were once 
dangerous to be heard saying, and a sign of 
one’s political ‘extremism’, are accepted by 
everyone as being what they are — the 
simple truth. 

This is certainly not a new phenomenon. 
Before and for some time after his death, 
anyone who said that Stalin was a tyrant and 
a murderer was branded a ‘far-right react- 
ionary’. Only when Kruschev made it 
official Russian doctrine did the western 
establishment acknowledge that the 
‘extremists’ had, after all, been saying 
neither more nor less than the truth. Well, in 
fact, they acknowledged no such thing. They 
acknowledged that Stalin was a tyrant and a 
murderer, conveniently forgot that the 
‘extremists’ had been saying so all along, 
and continued to berate the said ‘extremists’ 
for their ‘uncharitable’ attitudes towards the 
East European tyrannies, their ‘dangerous’ 
dislike of Russian tyranny and their 
‘racialist’ exposure of African tyranny. 

Are these, at any rate, changes for the 
better? We think not. When a particular 
falsehood is overtaken by events and ceases 
to be useful, then it is discarded. That is all. 
New, currently useful, falsehoods take its 
place. What is interesting to us is the 
rapidity with which the ‘line’ changes. The 
old ‘official attitude’, which has been 
pumped out for years, is suddently discarded 
without a word; the new ‘line’ is adopted 
smoothly and completely and no-one draws 
unnecessary attention to the fact that it is 
happening. The process is certainly subtler 
than the directives issued to the press in the 
old-style Communist regimes; but it works. 
in exactly the same way. 

But are there no directives? Sometimes it 
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‘SAINT’ MANDELA 


Now there is no attempt to deny that his" 


\frican National Congress has been a tool 
of Soviet interests from the very begin- 
ning. Yet for many years this fact was 
treated as if it existed only in the imagin- 
ation of ‘right-wing extremists’. 


is difficult to believe that there are not. Take 
the case of the Daily Express. For years, 
ever since the idea had first been mooted, 
the Daily Express had campaigned out- 
spokenly against British membership of the 
Common Market (as it was then reassuringly 
called). Hardly a week went by without a 
pungent editorial on the subject. Hardly a 
significant piece of news was reported 
relating to the organisation without pointed 
editorial comment on its disadvantages to 
our national interests and aspirations. Then, 
when the farcical referendum on Britain’s 
membership was instigated by Mr. Edward 
Heath (Wasn’t it Harold Wilson? Ed.), and 
when no single organ of public information 
(except the Morning Star) refrained from the 
chorus of propaganda for a ‘yes’ vote, the 
Daily Express effected a sudden volte face 
and joined the chorus. No explanation was 
given. There was no recognition of the fact 
that the paper had ever said anything 
different. It was positively eerie. 


More recently, the foreign affairs editor 


for BBC Television was asked what he felt 
was the cause of the ‘liberalisation’ in South 
Africa. He replied that it was the same cause 
that had brought about the changes in 
Eastern Europe: Soviet retrenchment. Just as 
the people in Eastern Europe suddently knew 
that if they revolted there would be no 
Soviet tanks, so the Russians made it clear 
to the African National Congress that they 
would no longer. support its terrorist 
campaign, nor even give substantial diplo- 
matic support. With this threat removed, 
said the correspondent, the South African 
Government felt that it was in a position to 
negotiate with the Congress. This is 
extremely striking. In the days before these 
negotiations, anyone who had suggested that 
St. Mandela and his Congress were tools of 
the Soviets and that the South African 


Government was motivated by a genuine 
fear of the Soviet threat under the guise of 
‘black nationalism’ would have been howled 
down as a ‘right-wing extremist’, a 
‘racialist’, a ‘McCarthyite’ and goodness 
knows what else. No BBC correspondent 
would ever have breathed a hint of such a 
thing. Now that the situation has changed 
and it does not matter anymore, it is freely 
admitted that it was true all along. 

The line is changed as quickly and as 
shamelessly as ever was the official line of 
the Communist propaganda services, and 
because there is no-one to point it out very 
few people even notice it. 

For every falsehood that has been quietly 
dropped, a hundred more are still being 
assiduously propagated. 

For the wise man, seeing is disbelieving. 


OCCULTED FACTS 


If anything, we are entering a darker age 
than before — at least, in the past, there has 
been something of an anti-communist lobby 
which has worked against the distortions of 
the liberal hegemony. What are left now are 
the myths that are challenged by no regog- 
nisable body of dissidents: the standard 
myths of liberalism and democracy, which 
no-one will challenge. Who, for example, 
will give voice to the massive scientific 
evidence that women are not equivalent to 
men — not equally capable of doing many 
jobs; more capable of doing some, less 
capable of doing others? Who will put 
forward the huge body of evidence against 
the doctrine of evolution? Paul Lemoine, 
editor of the biological volume of the 
Encyclopedie Française, wrote: ‘‘...the 
theory of evolution is impossible...Evolution 
is a sort of dogma whose priests no longer 
believe in it, though they may uphold it for 
the sake of their flocks.’’ Many eminent 
biologists have said similar things, but how 
many people are aware of this? When will it 
be openly discussed? Who will speak of the 
extraordinary amount of evidence that the 
Nazis did not have a policy of exterminating 
the European Jews and that the gas 
chambers were a piece of post-war atrocity 
propaganda? I know of no-one who has 
examined the evidence and not been shaken 
by it. The official response to such evidence, 


. vvhere there is any response at all, is to 


illegalise it! France, this year (1990. Ed.), 
has joined the growing list of nations which 
send people to prison for questioning this 
highly debatable portion of history. Who 
will bring to light the vast array of scientific 
evidence for the inequality of the races? 
Leading scientists have been threatened, 
abused and silenced. Press and broadcasting 
services keep silent and perpetuate the old 
myths. For how long? For ever? 

These are questions of fact, questions of 
evidence, questions which, in a free worold, 
would be discussed, considered, debated as 
a matter of course. They are questions to 
which many people know the true answers 
even while they continually promulgate their 
opposites. If the ‘line’ changed tomorrow, 


the truth would be told as coolly and matter- 


‘of-factly as if no-one had ever been saying 


anything else. 

The modern world rests upon a tissue of 
myths and underlying assumptions, many of 
which are highly questionable, many of 
which have been exploded long ago and yet 
continue to be perpetuated by the schools, 
the newspapers, the broadcasting services 
and every official and unofficial agency. We 
are led to believe that the world is based on 
fact, truth and free enquiry; but many people 
who have tried to pursue free enquiry 
beyond the permitted limits have found to 
their cost that it is not so. 

In the old Communist World there were at 
least ‘dissidents’, whose dissentient opinions 
received a measure of publicity in the West. 
In the brave new unified post-cold-war 
world, dissent is silenced absolutely all over 
the globe. 

Of course, when one ventures beyond the 
sphere of fact and evidence, the censorship 
is (if such a thing were possible) even 
tighter. No opposition is possible to the 
liberal-modernist outlook on life. Even the 
permitted Marxist critics are fading away. Is 
it possible that things have gone too far — 
that real traditionalist dissent may grow out 
of this stifling climate? We shall see. 


AN UNWANTED WAR 
(Contd. from page 6) 


Conflict itself has undergone radical 
change, its new character being that of 
continuous revolution and civil war; and 
warfare become more destructive and 
inhuman as machines are called on to do 
most of the fighting. 


Postscript 


Events continue to endorse the correctness 
of our interpretation of events in the Middle 
East and elsewhere. 

The Gulf situation at this time can be 
summed up as follows: The Allied powers 
find themselves on the horns of a dilemma; 
the recent visit to the war zone by Powell 
and Baker (the US Supreme Commander and 
Foreign Secretary respectively. Ed.) have 
confirmed fears that a land attack at this 
stage could end in disaster — as explained in 
the foregoing article. Equally to be feared is 
a prolongation of the present stalemate 
situation into March, when scorching heat 
returns to this area. 

What was most feared after the Vietnam 
experience now seems likely: the war could 
drag on. Pe. 


“HUNTER’: The controversial novel by 
Andrew MacDonald. A story of one man's 
awakening to the destruction of his race and 
nation. Instead of doing nothing, like so 
many of his countrymen, Oscar Yeager goes 
on the warpath. Plenty of suspense ard 
action follow! Obtain your copy now while 
you are still allowed to! £4.50 per copy 
(including postage) from Aurora Promotions, 
PO Box 114, Ipswich, Suffolk IP1 6JP.. 
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‘SON OF MOSLEY’ GETS 


HIS LABEL 


COLIN BURGES observes how the Establishment never 


forgets nor forgives 


WHEN Lord Ravensdale won a literary 
reward recently, the papers chose to 
announce the news under the headline: 
‘*Mosley’s son wins Whitbread Prize.”’ 

Now some may find it curious that a man 
of 67 years old, a decorated former army 
officer and an accomplished novelist, should 
still be referred to as anybody’s son. 
However, to practised observers of the 
British Establishment, of which most of the 
mass media are part, it is quite typical form. 
For Nicholas Mosley, as he prefers to be 
known, is the son of the late Sir Oswald 
Mosley, the leader of the British Union of 
Fascists of the 'thirties, one whose crimes 
against the Establishment can never be 
forgiven. He didn’t just rock the boat — he 
very nearly overturned it! 

Never mind that when he stepped irrevoc- 
ably beyond the pale of British politics it 
was after years spent within the system and 
seeing his every proposal for constructive 
reform frustrated by Conservatives and 
Labour alike. These proposals were intended 
to alleviate the intolerable human conditions 
of the period, and they later were expanded 
into the concept of an entirely new method 
of government drawn from the whole vitality 
of the nation, with the will and with the 
mandate from the people to banish altogether 
the misery of slump, unemployment, bad 
housing, poverty and other curses which 
should have had no place in the modern age 
(but which are still with us). Never mind 
that when he was interned without charge or 
trial Mosley had only patriotically opposed 
the war which in the end killed untold 
millions of Europeans, bankrupted Britain 
and led to the loss of the British Empire, 
brought disaster to the world’s affairs and 
entrenched Communism on the Continent of 
Europe. 

Never mind because, by its standards, Sir 
Oswald Mosley sinned against the Establish- 
ment — a sinning all the more severe 
because he himself was for a time one of 
that Establishment’s brightest stars — in such 
a way as to bring down upon him the Estab- 
lishment’s wrath for all time, to damn him 
even beyond his grave. 


REMEMBERING AN OLD SCORE 


Nicholas Mosley badly disappointed the 
Establishment by proving himself the model 
‘liberal’ and displaying only the personal 
courage that was his father’s characteristic. 
But, because Establishment memory is long, 
the survival of the name Mosley will always 
be an excuse to remember an old score. 
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SIR OSWALD MOSLEY 


Never forgiven for his challenge to the Establishment 


The British Establishment is not the power 
nucleus of a healthy body; it is more akin to 
a canker whose malignant cells attack 
normal tissue. It would rather destroy the 
white corpuscles of its defence and see 
infection flourish. Mosley so seriously 
threatened to revitalise this sickly being that 
the being will never forget. A sort of reverse 
inoculation ensures that it will for ever be on 
the lookout for a possible recurrence. 

No doubt when the BNP achieves greater 
prominence, and some similiarity between 


What is the greatest courage? It is to 
oppose the assumptions, the prejudices of 
one’s own age, of the deliberate few who 
brainwash and control the perverted many, 
of time trying to deny eternity. He must be 
against the manias of the hour, because he 
is for the sanity of the centuries. 

E. Merrill Root 


the policies of the pre-war and post-war 
patriotic movements is noticed, some hack 
journalist will dub our Mr. Tyndall ‘Son of 
Mosley’ in the manner of a latter-day horror 
movie sequel. And on mention of the name 
Mosley up will go the well-rehearsed chorus 
of shrieks and wails from a duped public, 
making clear the purpose of regular 
reminders. 

When the BNP instals a nationalist 
government it will not stoop to exacting 
retribution on those who have only misguid- 
edly hindered its path to power; hopefully 
such people will see the good sense of our 
policies when they are demonstrated in 
practice but, if they do not, theirs will be an 
inviolable right to peaceable dissent. But, 
according to the laws of the land, those 
whose acts of treachery in past years have 
undermined and jeopardised the survival of 
our race and nation will be brought to book. 
When they are hanged, that will be the end 
of it. 
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ARE VVE HEADING FOR 
MOB RULE2 


MATTHEW ARMITAGE examines the consequences of the 
current tendency to pussyfoot with rioters 


THE RECORD of the police today has 
become increasingly dismal in dealing with 
crime of all types, despite their having the 
latest technology at their disposal and vast 
sums of money being spent by the Govern- 
ment on the attempted upkeep of law and 
order. This failure only means that those 
with criminal propensities are even 
further encouraged to commit crime. 

In many inner-city areas, certain petty 
offences, such as break-ins to business 
premises, private houses and cars, are 
simply not investigated because the police 
don’t have the necessary manpower. Neither 
are many muggings unless serious violence 
has been perpetrated. If there is a really 
serious crime committed, involving robbery 
with violence, rape or murder, the police 
will then bring their full force to bear and, 
sometimes, apprehend the criminal — 
provided he is an amateur and has not been 
careful to cover up his tracks. Police forces 
throughout the world show a marked reluct- 
ance to tangle with professionally organised 
gangs of criminals until they have something 
really definite to go on. There are two 
reasons for this: one is that the police know 
that the gangs can eliminate or intimidate 
witnesses; another is that some police chiefs 
are actually in the pay of the gangs them- 
selves. This was the case with some London 
gangs in the 1960s and of course is so with 
the notorious Mafia in Italy and elsewhere. 


EMERGENCE OF THE MOB 


Now a new and disturbing trend in crime 
is developing, not just in this country but 
throughout the world. This is the rise of the 
mob, and the seeming inability of the forces 
of law and order to cope with it. 

In Britain over the past thirty years there 
has been a dramatic increase in the numbers 
of riot situations, first of all in the larger 
cities but more lately in the country towns 
also. 

Football hooliganism occurs with 
monotonous regularity, and no-one seems to 
have any answer to it. Riot squads arrest a 
few stragglers (who as often as not aren’t 
convicted because of identification 
problems). Occasionally police stage 
elaborate raids on the houses of those who 
claim they are the organisers, but the 
evidence against them is always dubious and 
convictions are rarely successful. The public 
and the media howl with indignation at the 
hooligans and demand ‘tough action’, but 
when the police don riot gear, make baton 
charges and use tear gas there are wails of 


BRIXTON, 1985 
Burning cars and police in riot gear and with shields are symptomatic of new trends 
in Britain, the result of a soft approach to street mobsters 
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‘brutality’ from the usual lobby. It seems the 
police just can’t win! 

Comparatively small riots involving racial 
minority groups have taken place in the 
inner-city areas fairly regularly from the 
1960s onwards. Accounts of these were 
largely suppressed by the media so as not to 
make ‘race relations’ go from bad (which 
they already were) to worse. But the media 
couldn’t ignore the major disturbances in 
Lewisham and Southall in the second part of 
the 1970s and the riots in London, Liver- 
pool, Bristol, Birmingham and elsewhere in 


...1 think it essential to oppose the human- 
itarian theory of punishment, root and 
branch, wherever we encounter it. It carries 
on its front a semblance of mercy which is 
wholly false. That is how it can deceive men 
of goodwill...the humanitarian theory wants 


simply to abolish justice and substitute mercy’ 


for it. This means you start being ‘kind’ to 
people before you have considered their 
rights, and then force upon them supposed 
kindnesses which no-one but you will recog- 
nise as kindnesses and which the recipient 
will feel as abominable cruelties. You have 
overshot the mark. Mercy detached from 
justice grows unmerciful. 


C.S. Lewis 


the 1980s. Neither could they ignore the 
state of insurrection that began in Ulster in 
1968 and has continued, on and off, ever 
since. 

In Ulster the RUC were well equipped to 
deal with the trouble instigated by repub- 
lican activists, and could have crushed it 
easily had not Labour and Tory Govern- 
ments ordered them to back off. 

The police on the mainland were, by 
contrast, wholly unused to dealing with 
serious public disorder, and it wasn’t until a 
decade ago that they became sufficiently 
well equipped to do so. 


APPEASEMENT OF MOBSTERS 


Although almost everyone condemns 
football hooliganism, things are very 
different if an identifiable segment of the 
population starts a disturbance. The policy 
seems then to be to appease the rioters by 
blaming their actions on all manner of 
‘grievances’ and ‘injustices’ on their part, 
followed by an attempt to ‘buy’ them off 
with various favours and concessions. The 
complaints of the Asian and West Indian 
population have been met with the passing of 
the Race Relations Acts and by numerous 
‘enterprise’ schemes designed to give them 
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ARE VVE HEADING FOR 
MOB RULE? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


their 
conditions of life. Often these schemes have 


greater opportunity to improve 
amounted to blatant racial disrimination — in 
favour of the ethnic minority groups and 
against the indigenous Whites, in as much as 
the latter have not received similar advan- 
tages and benefits. 

In Ulster, the ‘buying off" was attempted 
by the abolition of the Stormont local parlia- 
ment and the introduction of proportional 
representation in local politics so as to give 
more power to the Catholic (and mainly 
republican) minority. Also abolished were 
the ‘B Specials’. The RUC was replaced by 
the army when it came to dealing with 
rioters, and CS gas and rubber bullets were 
gradually withdrawn. In a nutshell, instead 
of putting down an insurrection the Govern- 
ment sold out to it, bowing to the demands 
of a vicious minority. 

This weak reaction to riots only invites 
contempt for the forces of law and order and 
encourages further rioting. 

Now in some country districts mobs of 
youths go on the rampage fairly frequently 
at weekends, and when the police do arrive 
to deal with the mobs their main objective 
seems to be to disperse them rather than 
make arrests. 


WHEN THE POLICE DID 


ACT FIRMLY 

Every year crowds of people, described 
by some as ‘hippies’, by the media, politely, 
as ‘travellers’ and by most of the general 
public in much less deferential terms, 
congregate at Stonehenge to celebrate the 
Summer Solstice. After tolerating this 
unwashed and unruly rabble for some time, 
the police started a real crackdown about 
five years ago. There was considerable 
justification for this, since there was much 
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STONEHENGE ‘TRAVELLERS’ - 
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This filthy and largely criminal rabble were roughed up by the police but were never 
prosecuted for any of their offences 


evidence of drug-trafficking, and the hippies 
often drove vehicles that were untaxed and 
unroadworthy. They also occupied private 
land whenever they wanted a camp site. As 
the hippies put up somewhat less resistance 
than the rioters in Belfast or Brixton, the 
police riot squads had a field day when they 
converged on Stonehenge. They waded in 
with their clubs, smashing up the hippies’ 
vehicles and arresting anyone who dared to 
try and stop them. In other wọrds, for once 
in a while the police did their job properly 
when dealing with the mob. 

Not surprisingly, there was a mixed 
reaction to this display of force by the 
police. Over a hundred summonses were 
issued; but, incredibly, after about a year it 
was decided to drop all charges as they were 
taking so long to be brought to trial! This 
provides just another example of how those 
in authority show a marked reluctance to 
deal properly with the mob. 

It isn’t just in this country that there 
seems to be this lack of resolve, amounting 
at times to outright surrender. Russia and 


South Africa — two countries usually 
regarded as showing a ruthless attitude 
towards ‘dissidents’ — have recently been 
plagued with internal unrest and seem totally 
unable to put a stop to it. 

Throughout the world, the tendency to 
give in to the mob is escalating. In its 
mildest form it results in no action being 
taken against the rioters, eventually leading 
to attempts to appease them and thus to 
further troubles. In its worst form its 
consequence is that the mob takes over — as 
in the countries of Eastern Europe in 1989 
and, quite possibly in the near future, in 
South Africa. 7 

Naive people think that all this is wonder- 
ful for.democracy, and that we are, by 
means of what is happening, heading for a 
world free from tyranny and in which the 


will of the people prevails. Much more 


likely is that it will lead to a prolonged 
period of destabilisation, violence and civil 
war in some countries, possibly ending with 
new power-groups taking over. Whether this 
will be for good or ill remains to be seen. 


JACQUES ATTALI has been appointed President 
of the Euro-Bank, with an eventual capital of 
ECUS 10 billion, funds supplied by 40 share- 
holder nations. The bank is to be a central tool in 
shaping a new political and economic ‘world 
order’, one totally transformed by new techniques 
and new economic powers. Attali has stated that 
the bank is not a bank in the narrow sense at all; 
it is a political institution. He referred to the 
economic reform in Central and Eastern Europe. 
Attali believes that the bank might even become 
the front-runner institution for a Federal Europe. 

Who is Jacques Attali? He is a Jewish 
member of the French Socialist Party and an 
adviser to President Francois Mitterand. In his 
book Sir Sigmund C. Warburg (published by 
Fayard, Paris, 1985) he wrote (page 14): ‘‘In the 
last two centuries the man whose influence is 
least in doubt, less even than the artist or the 
industrialist, is the financier, the man involved, 
directly or indirectly, in financing the princes of 
the world... Like the priest or the warrior in 
earlier times, he speculates on future develop- 
ments in affairs and powers and tries to influence 
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A FEW WORDS 
FROM THE 
HORSE’S MOUTH 


them in the direction that suits his own desires. 
He supplies men of ambition with the material 
means they need for the achievement of their 
hopes, and in order to be sure of being repaid 
what is due to him he tries to forecast what the 
state of the world will be at the moment when he 
expects to recover the money he has lent...Some 
will be, no doubt, surprised to see the emergence 
here, into the front ranks of history in the narrow 
gaps left between the play of popular forces and 
arbitrary actions of tyrants, a whole galaxy of 
barely known people of great talent and strong 
character, almost always very rich, not always 
morally admirable, in all cases linked together in 
a tight, almost dynastic, network, a parallel 


aristocracy implanted at the heart of every 
regime. And they will be surprised too to 
discover that the Warburgs, Rothschilds, Schiffs, 
Lehmanns, Melchiors, Hambros and Mayers have 
played just as important a role in our destination, 
for better or for worse, as the princes and 
politicians. " 

Then on page 15 Attali continues: ‘‘Sometimes 
in public view (and always attacked when they 
are) but more generally behind the scenes, they 
are in a sense the doubles of the men of power 
whom they advise, almost always better informed 
than the latter about what is going on in the 
world, and at the same time guardians of the 
communities from which they spring. Held at 
arms’ length by the visible upper crust, extremely 
refined and highly ambitious, they finally 
organise themselves into a strange alternate 
aristocracy, a sort of austere religious order with 
its own implacable moral laws and ruthless 
rituals, whose essential wealth lies in its name, 
and whose ultimate vanity is the earth.”’ 


Capt. Kenneth R. McKilliam 


AT LAST — A GENUINE TALE 
OF PERSECUTION! 


A report from America on the hounding of Fred Leuchter 


IN COMMUNIST STATES there has by 
tradition been a fairly standard way of 
dealing with those whose opinions are 
embarrassing to the ruling power: they 
are simply locked up and their views 
never permitted to see the light of day. In 
‘democracies’, on the other hand, dissen- 
tient ideas are (at least sometimes) dealt 
with somewhat more subtly; but the effect 
is basically the same. We were reminded 
of this by the recent experiences of Fred 
Leuchter. 

Fred A. Leuchter was for several years 
one of the foremost experts in the United 
States on the technique of execution by the 
method of a lethal administration of gas — 
an execution procedure operated in certain 
American states. He never during all this 
time became involved in radical politics and, 
having not seriously given his mind to the 
matter, he accepted the ‘orthodox’ inter- 
pretations of 20th century history, including 
the theory that six million Jews were gassed 
in Nazi concentration camps. 

Then something happened to change Fred 
Leuchter’s life drastically. He was app- 
roached by Ernst Zundel, who was currently 
on trial in Canada facing a charge of 
spreading ‘false news’ by publishing denials 
that the Nazi ‘holocaust’ of Jews ever took 
place. Such an activity has been designated 
a criminal offence in Canada, and Zundel 
faces a prison sentence and subsequent 
deportation to his native Germany if he loses 
an appeal he is currently lodging against 
conviction on the charge. 

Zundel commissioned Leuchter to go to 
Poland to visit the site of the former 
Auschwitz concentration camp and examine 
the constructions there claimed to be ‘gas 
chambers’, then to advise, from his 
professional knowledge and experience, 
whether the gassing of people by these 
constructions could ever have been feasible. 


STARTLING DISCOVERY 


Leuchter duly carried ouf this assign- 
ment., What he discovered startled him, to 
say the least. On examination of these so- 
called ‘gas chambers’ he became convinced 
that they could not possibly have been used 
for the purposes stated. He set out his 
findings, backed by abundant scientific 
evidence, in The Leuchter Report (available 
from the BNP Book Service — see page 16 
of this issue). Leuchter’s testimony was then 
used as part of Zundel’s defence in his trial, 
with Leuchter appearing as a witness on his 
behalf. 

The Leuchter testimony was particularly 


FRED LEUCHTER 
Subjected to legal harassment and busi- 
ness boycott because he unravelled an 
uncomfortable truth 


powerful in view of the fact that he had 
never said or done anything in the past 
which could earn him the label of ‘Nazi’. He 
had been an entirely a-political person inter- 
ested only in his own professional vocation 
as an engineer and in the conduct of his 
engineering business. His opinion was given 
entirely without bias and with no axes to 
grind. | 

But what he did not know at the time was 
that he was allowing himself to be party to 
the committing of a heresy that simply is not 
allowed in the good old ‘democratic’ United 
States, leader of the ‘free world’. 

Straightaway, those powers who are 
determined to maintain the myth of the 
‘holocaust’ and the ‘gas chambers’ resolved 
that they would ‘get’ Fred Leuchter. A 
campaign was launched with the object of 
destroying the engineer professionally and 
economically. 


LOBBYING CLIENTS 


An organisation calling itself the ‘ Assoc- 
iation of Holocaust Survivers and Friends in 
Pursuit of Justice’ (sic!) sent representatives 
around the prisons of America which had 
engaged Leuchter’s services to inform 
officials there of what they called Leuchter’s 
‘neo-nazi’ activities (i.e. giving impartial 
testimony based on professional expertise in 


a court trial). 

In due course this campaign started to 
have its effect, with penal institutions 
cancelling their contracts with Leuchter. 

The campaign became public when it was 
revealed that officials of the Illinois State 
Corrections Department had changed plans 
to hire Leuchter as a consultant for an 
execution to be carried out in September 
1990 by means of a lethal-injection machine 
that he had designed. While the prison 
authorities did not say so openly, it was 
clear that political pressures resulting from 
press revelations about the Leuchter Report 
had been instrumental in the cancellation. A 
spokesman for the Jewish ‘Anti-Defamation 
League’ and two Jewish state legislators 
made plain in public statements that 
Leuchter’s views about German ‘gas 
chambers’ were sufficient grounds for 
barring him from employment in his 
speciality. The Illinois cancellation cost 
Leuchter $8,230. He plans to take legal 
action over this. 


‘CRIMINAL’ CHARGES 


But things did not stop there. The next 
development was that the Board of Regis- 
tration of Engineers in Leuchter’s home state 
of Massachusetts filed criminal charges 
against him for practising as an engineer 


MODERN 
HERESY 
The Leuchter 
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without a licence. In fact, Leuchter had been 
doing this for several years without any legal 
harassment over the matter; it seems that the 
thing is quite common practice in the United 
States, and the authorities usually look the 
other way concerning it unless some definite 
evidence of malpractice or professional 
incompetence comes to light. Why then did 
it suddenly become ‘out of order’ for 
Leuchter to be doing what he had been 
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doing for a long time with nobody comp- 
laining about it? 

The answer was given in a gloating report 
in the Canadian Jewish News (30.8.90) in 
which it was stated that the charges stemmed 
from a complaint made to the Massachusetts 
Board by the Beate Klarsfeld Foundation and 
the Holocaust Survivors and Friends in 
Pursuit of Justice, both Jewish organis- 
ations. Beate Klarsfeld herself, along with 
HSFPJ spokeswoman Shelley Shapiro, app- 
eared on local television to denounce 
Leuchter as a ‘Nazi’. 

Furthermore, a bill to prohibit the design 
and manufacture of execution equipment in 
Massachusetts, sponsored by half a dozen 
legislators, has been introduced in the State 
Senate. Eric Redack, who organised a rally 
in support of the bill in Boston, revealed that 
its purpose was ‘‘to put Fred Leuchter out of 
business. " 

At the moment of our going to press the 


result of the charges brought against 
Leuchter by the Massachusetts Board of 
Registration of Engineers is not known. 
Whatever it may be, however, the story of 
what has happened to Fred Leuchter as a 
result of his inconvenient revelations con- 
cerning the alleged Nazi ‘gas chambers’ 
should be instructive to those who still 
believe that in the United States and other 
western countries ‘freedom of dissent’ 
prevails. It should also be instructive as to 
the methods of those who insist on the main- 
tenance of the Nazi ‘atrocity’ legends. In 
fact Leuchter, when he first uncovered 
evidence that satisfied him that no Nazi ‘gas 
chambers’ ever existed, called for an inter- 
national commission to investigate the matter 
for itself. Needless to say, no-one has taken 
up this invitation. 


WHAT IF... 


The Leuchter story raises the interesting 
question of what would have happened had 
he suffered the same kind of persecution as 
a result of revelations helpful to some left- 
wing or ‘liberal’ cause. To be sure, his case 


would have received international media 
coverage and he would bave become the 
focus of massive sympathy, being depicted 
as a victim of wicked ‘McCarthyism’. It is 
a strange world that we live in! 

Fred Leuchter came to be involved in 
political controversy by a strange route, a 
different route from those of most of the rest 
of us. He never wanted to become 
‘political’. He never wanted to take up a 
partisan stand on any public issue. He just 
wanted to go quietly about his business as an 
engineer. But at the same time he was, as he 
has clearly proved, a man of courage and 
integrity, prepared to voice a highly 
unpopular opinion if he thinks it is right. 
Such men are rare in the western world 
today. We should be grateful when they 
appear. 


For the information contained in this 
report, we are indebted to Calling Our 
Nation, a publication produced by the Aryan 
Nations, PO Box 362, Hayden Lake, Idaho 
83835, U.S.A., and a news bulletin pub- 
lished by Ernst Zundel from 206 Carlton 
Street, Toronto MSA 2L1, Canada. 


VOICE OF SANITY ON THE LEFT 


A Commons speech we didn’t read about 


ANDREW FOULDS (Labour MP for Warley East) 
is no political ally of ours, and would probably 
be horrified to hear that he is being quoted 
approvingly in this magazine. However, even 
mutual enemies can sometimes come around to 
the same viewpoint on some issues. Here is what 
Mr. Foulds said in the House of Commons on the 
16th January as reported in Hansard. We are not 
aware of any newspapers that reported this 
speech in any detail, if at all. The speech, 
however, is a remarkable one — and all the more 
so coming as it does from a politician decidely on 
the left. 


When I spoke in the emergency debate on the 
6th September last year I made the point that this 
whole moral crusade launched by the United 
States in the United Nations was based on their 
massive oil needs and consumption. I believe that 
there is universal awareness of that prime 
economic concern, even among some of the 
dunderheads on the benches opposite. I cited the 
second reason as America’s intent to overthrow 
Saddam Hussein for the protection of Israel and 
the furtherance of Israel’s interests. However 
outrageous over the years Israel’s behaviour has 
been, whether in the invasion of Lebanon, when 
the Israelis tried out a lot of United States new 
weapons and caused thousands of Lebanese 
deaths, or in their attempts to put down the 
Intifada of the Palestinians on Palestinian territory 
—where they caused and are causing hundreds of 
deaths — United States policy has been to defend 
Israel’s actions and veto in the United Nations 
any effort by other nations to censure or condemn 
Israel’s conduct. That is all because of the 3 to 4 
per-cent of the total American population that 
makes up the Zionist lobby which dictates 
America’s Middle Eastern policies. 

Most Honourable Members are unaware and 
unconcerned — one should never underestimate 
the ignorance of Members of the House of 
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Commons on a whole range of issues — and most 
of our own people do not know, because of the 
appalling uninformative nature of the popular 
press, that America has had a strategic alliance 
with Israel since Reagan’s day. Had we taken a 
test on that before the debate, many Honourable 
Members would have said: ‘‘What are you talking 
about?’’ They do not know. 

There can be no doubt that any military action 
planned by one of those countries is revealed to 
another. When the strategic alliance was set up, 
no Pentagon planners could foresee a situation 
that might arise when the United States would 
work with ‘‘Arab allies” in a fake alliance such 
as has been clobbered together by the United 
States at the United Nations. The unrepres- 
entative present leaders of countries such as Saudi 


Arabia, Egypt and Morocco — undemocratic and 


corrupt as each of them is — have joined the gang 
because of the massive bribe of American 
economic assistance and debt relief. 

The Americans now have a problem. How can 
they hold this rag-bag of Arab armies and others 
together if Israel joins in the attack on Iraq? Israel 
does not give a damn if the alliance falls apart as 
long as Saddam Hussein is destroyed, which is 
now the main aim of the whole operation. 

When Israel is engaged, the alliance with the 
Arab countries will start to fall apart. As Iraq is 
attacked and devastated, the people of the Arab 
World will increasingly voice their hatred of 
America, and there will be an immense growth in 
the fundamentalist holy-war, anti-western drive. 
There will be a massive rejection of the present 
leaders of large parts of the Arab World. 

— If Iraq is destroyed, what can the hated West 
then hope to do to restore stability in the 
devastated area and to restrain Iraq’s neighbours, 
Iran, Syria and. Turkey, from falling upon the 
corpse to take their fancied bit of territory? In the 


process of all that, Israel will play as destructive 
role as she can in removing such a powerful Arab 
country as Iraq. In the aftermath, by some 
contrived provocation, Israel will move into 
Jordan, which has long been her intention under 
the biblical fantasy of Eretz Israel. She will 
pretend that the Palestinians can settle there, 
under Israel control of course. 

Last year, when I mentioned negotiations as a 
proper way forward, the former Prime Minister 
went into an intemperate tantrum and screamed of 
appeasement — Honourable Members will 
remember that — but what can be wrong with 
negotiation if by such a means we avoid a 
horrendous war? President Mitterand deserves our 
gratitude for his efforts to prevent that, even at 
the last moment. 

The Americans persist in their refusal to 
countenance a conference as part of a peace 
outcome. However, why should the Arabs, and 
the Palestinians in particular, believe that a 
conference will follow the defeat of Iraq? 
America and Israel have persistently refused to 
allow the proper resolution of the Palestine 
problem and the wrongs that the Palestinians have 
undergone for more than 40 years. 

What has happened to the Labour Party? We 
seem to be so electorally eager that every 
consideration must be subservient to winning the 
next election. Every policy, and apparently every 
principle, must be subject to that aim. If opposing 
the destruction of large areas of the Middle East 
and avoiding the devastation and the thousands of 
deaths that would ensue, together with the 
appalling economic damage to the countries of the 
Third World (and what about the damage to us? 
Ed.), leads to the loss of popular support, it is a 
price the Labour Party should be prepared to pay. 
Principles still apply just occasionally in politics 
and, more particularly perhaps, to the Labour 
Party. 


SIR: Your understandable conclusion that 
the sorry-looking condition of the British 


airmen interviewed by Iraqi television 
reflected badly on Saddam Hussein under- 
lines the power of disinformation currently 
keeping the opposition to the war so effect- 
ively tranquilised, whilst boosting the anti- 
Saddam warmongers. 

As any modern fighter-pilot will tell you, 
the mechanism for emergency ejection forces 
the seat out at such a pace (to escape the 
suction of the jet-stream) that it is designed, 
if urgency requires, to smash through the 
cockpit cover, often not fully disengaged. 
When this happens, the protection of a 
helmet is not enough for the pilot to escape 
‘some concussion, or worse, with the 
subsequent facial bruising we saw on our 
screens. The myriad tiny cuts scattered over 
one pilot’s face could not have come from a 
‘beating up’, but only from glass splinters 
from his shattered visor. 

Even the ‘quality’ press resisted spoiling 
a good story, however, and the required 
reaction was squeezed from the public — 
much as it was with the BA stewardess who 
was never raped, the Iraqi helicopters crews 
which never defected and the babies in the 
Kuwaiti hospital incubators who were not 
thrown out to die but whose worried 
mothers collected them. 

ANTHONY WILLIAMS 
Lower Raydon, Suffolk 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: We did consider the 
ejector-seat explanation for the marks on the 
pilot’s face, as given by Mr. Williams, and 
it may well be correct. If so, however, it 
renders the decision to put the pilot before 
the world’s TV viewers when in that 
condition an extremely unintelligent one.) 


SIR: Having just read Superpower Britain by 
Roy Sherwood, as reviewed in Spearhead, I 
would strongly recommend all nationalists to 
tackle it — if only because it will make their 
detestation of the British Establishment 
achieve limits hitherto unmeasurable. 
Reading the book myself, I was reminded 
of the debate as to whether Britain’s decline 
is more the result of conspiracy than of 
degeneracy. On the question of the senseless 
post-war abandonment of our substantial 
superiority in the fields of aeronautics and 
missile, space and nuclear development, I 


. am convinced that we must look to the 


former. 
Without doubt, the destruction of British 
independence in these crucial areas was 


— purposely made to happen. Indeed, isn’t it 


interesting that the crucial decisions leading 
to these acts of treason — namely the 
recommendations contained in the 1957 and 
1964 Defence White Papers — were the 
work of Duncan Sandys and Denis Healey 
respectively. Both these individuals are on 
record as having connections with such 
bodies as the Federal Union movement and 
Chatham House, both of which have sought 
the destruction of British independence and 
the subjugation of our country to an inter- 
national super-government. 
RICHARD SWAIN 
Birmingham 
SIR: I have recently read Dick Cardmore’s 
article on the Jews (Spearhead, November 
1990), and although I do not take issue with 
his statement that Jewish people have a large 
influence on British life, I cannot allow him 
to get away with claiming Max Miller and 
Charlie Chaplin as Jews. They were not. 
Max Miller was born Thomas Henry 
Sargent, the son of labourer James Sargent 
and Alice Sergent, née West. Many thought 
Miller was Jewish because of his stage 
name, which had been chosen by his wife in 
1921. Max never discouraged this belief, as 
he thought it would help him in his career. 
In fact, his father was of Romany stock. 
The widespread belief that Chaplin was 
Jewish is also mistaken. Charles Chaplin 
Snr., his father, was of French Huguenot 
blood (Chaplin stems from the French word 
capeline — a mailed hood). Chaplin’s 
ancestors had migrated to Suffolk following 
the St. Bartholomew’s Day massacre. 
Chaplin’s mother Hannah, née Hill, was of 
Irish stock. Her father, Charles Hill, was an 
Irish revolutionary. His wife vvas half- 


Spanish and half-Gipsy. It is believed that 

Chaplin encouraged the belief that he was 
Jewish for the same reasons as Miller did. 

PAUL WELLINGS 

London E.14 


SIR: I recently received word from Scotland 
that a close relative and 50 per-cent of his 
colleagues were to be ‘laid off’ because of 
the effects of the recession now taking hold 
of the British economy. 

No doubt the Government thinks that 
these men and women should take heart in 
its efforts to ‘‘make the world a safer place’’ 
— for Israel at least! And anyway, with all 
the free leisure time that the laid-off men 
will have, they'll be able to watch every 
episode of the new soap-opera Middle East- 
enders — a story of international intrigue, 
starring George Bush, John Major and the 
Israelis as the good guys, Saddam Hussein 
and the Iraqis and Palestinians as the bad 
guys and British, French and American 
troops as the fall-guys. 

ERIC BRAND 
Lombardia, N. Italy 


SIR: Further to my recent article, you might 
be interested to know that a few days after 
the start of the Gulf War Baghdad Radio 
was calling it a ‘Zionist war’ and saying that 
this opportunity (to free Palestine, among 
other things) will not happen again. They 
also spoke of the war being ‘‘between 
technology (the Allies) and vvarriors. " 
Unfortunately, the Americans are now 
jamming Baghdad Radio (so much for their 
vaunted ‘free speech’). Sometimes reception 
is good, but only when music and non-polit- 
ical items are broadcast. As soon as news 
items or official bulletins come on, the 
jamming starts. 
As in 1939-45, the Allies have shown just 
how much they really respect ‘freedom’. 
WULSTAN TEDDER 
Shrewsbury, Shrops. 
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BOOKS i//. 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 
288pp. 

THE ZIONIST FACTOR (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
ee soe rt look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 


-- and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

THE FORCED WAR (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. The 
book which revisionists have been awaiting for years. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 


exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little): 


50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government ‘by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 


Page sixteen 


Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remittances 
sent for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt 
with more quickly if BNP Book Service is marked 
on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with asterisks. 


of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66p. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a profess- 
ional zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German-occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 
THE BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL 
VANGUARD. £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting 
nationalist articles published between 1970 and 1982 in 
two uncompromising American magazines. 217 large 
pages. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 


David Irving 


Churchill's 


HIGHLY 
RECOMMENDED 
(See this 

page) 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE 
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£14.50. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long-supp- 
ressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (VV. Grim- 
stad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 1974, 36pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many 
of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 


on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, S91pp. 


GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE BABYLONIAN WOE (David Astle) £17.00. A 


study of the origin of certain financial practices and 


their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 


THE NAKED CAPITALIST (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 

THE ARTHURIAN LEGENDS. £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links between 
Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution are 
proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


THE FRENCH REVOLUTION (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much-needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, Rogse- 


velt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for Pearl 
Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell’s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 


THE DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS 
(Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates the folly 
of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


THE HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist ex- 
inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER* (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world commun- 
ism. 1990, xvii, 364pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE: (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of. 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 27p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 47p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
points out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
big internal divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on 
one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 


. province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £3.60 for 1,000 and £4.15 for 2,000. 


BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 
Price: 1-9 copies 30p each; 10-19 copies 26p each; 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over I5p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7.5p each. 

TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 


Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 


Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 

nee poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
oat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 

Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Drawing of white 

man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 

oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 

against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 

white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 

12p each; 10-19 copies 10p each; 20-49 copies 8p each, 

50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17. 7in. Postage 

costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 

weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 


Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in. They are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 

BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 

100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 

costs 32p per 100. 


Contd. overleaf 


NEW LEAFLET 
Details in left-hand column 


The Gulf War 


THE MOSLEM THREAT 


The picture above shows the ‘President Saddam Hussein Mosque’ in Birmingham. It tells an 
alarming story. The war in the Gulf has exposed just how vulnerable Britain is to the threat 
within. Just a year ago no-one could have predicted a war in the Middle East involving British 
oropa: But the war we didn't want has come and, for better or worse, our forces are fighting in 


ER this situation the multi-racial experiment in Britain has become a nightmare. The British 
National Party has always opposed immigration, and now the awful consequences of immigration 
are with us. We are at war with a Moslem nation whose leader has declared a Jihad — a ‘holy 
war’ on behalf of Islam. Meanwhile, here at home there are 2 million Moslems amongst us. 

The most fanatical of the Moslem leaders in this country, Kalim Siddiqui, has declared that f 
the war goes badly for Iraq there will be blood on the streets in Britain — a civil war in our ow 
country! 

This could mean that a large part of the 2 million Moslems amongst us are waiting for a ‘holy 
war’ — a war in which Britain could be torn apart in the name of Islam. 

We say that this cannot be allowed. At the very least, Siddiqui and others like him should be 
interned as enemy aliens. Furthermore, we say that Britain’s 2 million Moslems, as well as other 


non-European immigrants, should be resettled in their ethnic homelands. 


Repatriate NOW to make Britain safe! 
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Send 32p in stamps for further details to:- 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


Printed & published by BNP, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


BNP Stichers (single-colour) 


Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 

No Muslim wars on British shores. Start repat- 
riation! 

Asian invasion No! Repatriation Yes! 

(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 


BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 
BNP. Party logo with full name and address. 
The above stickers are self-adhesive and are priced at: 


80 copies £1 plus 27p p&p; 500 copies £6 plus 55p 
p&p; 1,000 copies £12 plus £1.05 p&p. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally °89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £16.00 plus 87p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speechs by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) “Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 


community’. 
Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) “The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 


Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
32p p&p. 


Other BNP publicity aids 


(Obtainable from 9 Johnson Place, Norwich 
NR2 2SA) 


BNP beer mats. VVith large red, vvhite and blue party 
logo and party name and address in blue on white back- 
ground. Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for 
nationalist social events. Samples for £1 or packs at 
£5/£10/£20 (inc. postage). 

BNP coffee mugs. In white china with BNP logo in 
red, white and blue on front and back. Half-pint 
capacity, fully washable and British-made. J-5 at £2.25 
each; 6-15 at £2.00 each; 16 or over at £1.75 each. 
Prices do not include postage — please return postage 
cost on receipt of your parcel. 
BNP visiting cards. Containing words ‘With comp- 
liments’ and featuring party name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Price: 50 cards at £2.00; 100 
cards at £3.00 (both including p&p). 


Allied publications 


We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 


Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 


British Nationalist 

| British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally = | 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be | 
sent on receipt of 42p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.40 (British | 
Isles) or £7.40 (overseas surface-mail). Bulk | 
rates are as follows:- 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 
British Nationalist entirely separate from 
other correspondence in order to avoid 
confusion and delay. 


10 copies £2.50 : 87p post 
25 copies £5.50 : £2.52 post 
50 copies £10.00 : £3.15 post 
100 copies £17.50 +. £4.00 post 
150 copies £25.00 : £4.30 post 
200 copies £30.00 : £5.00 post 
300 copies £42.00 :: £6.05 post 
| 400 copies £55.00 : . £6.05 post 
| 500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
| 1,000 copies £125.00 ) by Roadline 
I 
| 


Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1F0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1.00. Write to: PO Box 
1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FIRST MEETING IN AYR 


ON WEDNESDAY, February 7th, a group 
of Glasgow and Paisley BNP activists 
_ travelled to Ayr to hold an informal meeting 
- of the newly formed Ayrshire unit. Around 
25 local people who had shown recent 
interest in the party came to hear our 
patriotic message. Plans are now underway 
to hold the first major meeting in the area in 


Ayr meeting: Scott McLean speaks 
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the near future. This event, coupled with 
hope of a new unit in the Larkhall area, 
shows that the BNP in Scotland intends to 
continue 1991 in the same way as it ended 
1990, with meetings all over Scotland. 
Thanks go to David Young and Danny 
Robson for organising the Ayr event and to 
the people who travelled to it from 
Prestwick, Kilmarnock and Irvine. 
Report from STEVE CARTWRIGHT 


SUPPORT 


MARATHON MAN | 


The British National 
Party has entered its 
first officially-spon- 
sored runner in the 
London Marathon. 

Keen fitness fan- 
Mark Twiddy, from 
East London, is already 
running 16 miles in 
training and is clearly a 
good prospect to finish 
the course with a 
reasonable time. 

All readers are asked 
to sponsor Mark for as 
much as they can 
afford. All proceeds 
will go towards the 
fund due to be set up 
to finance the BNP 
campaign for the next 
general election. 

Whether the spon- 
sorships are for £1 per 
mile (the Marathon course is 26 miles) or 
£20, £15 or £10 for Mark to finish the 
course, all monies will be gratefully 
received. 

Mark is flying the flag for the BNP and 
running the Marathon in the cause of 
Britain. Send all donations/sponsorships to 
'BNP Marathon’, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 

Please give generously and make this a 
big fund-raiser for the party! 


Mark Twiddy 


e aa 


To friends 


in America 


A MESSAGE 
FROM 
THE EDITOR 


IN RECENT VVEERS, I have received tvvo 
or three letters from readers in the United 
States enquiring whether I will be coming 
over on a speaking visit this year, as 
intimated in correspondence last year. 

In my replies I said that such a visit is 
now improbable. One of these corres- 
pondents then wrote back in tones that 
suggested that, in not coming, I was letting 
down those who had gone to trouble to 
organise my visit last year. In view of the 
possibility that some others in the US may 
feel likewise, I should clarify the situation. 

Most American readers will be aware that 
I flew over to the US in May 1990 with the 
intention of making a speaking tour as a 
guest of the Populist Party, but was refused 
entry into the country at my point of landing 
at Charlotte, North Carolina, and placed on 
the next plane back to Britain. 

In subsequent communications with the 
Populist Party I was informed that the party 
would still like me to come over as their 
guest if the obstacles that had prevented my 
entry previously could be overcome. The 
time proposed was May of this year, and to 
this I agreed. 

I then approached the US authorities with 
a view clearing the path for a visit in May 
1991. Eventually I was successful, and I 
informed the Populist Party accordingly, 
saying that I was ready to come and did not 
this time expect to be barred from entry. 

In reply, I was informed by the Populist 
Party that the project was now in some 
doubt, as the party had a plan for another 
guest to be invited and it was uncertain 
whether party resources would extend to 
sponsoring trips by both of us. 

I thereupon wrote back (January 16th) and 
advised the Populist Party that in these new 
circumstances I thought it best that the plan 
for a speaking tour on my part should be 
abandoned. It is necessary for me begin 
planning in advance my schedule of engage- 
ments in Britain over the coming months, 
and that makes it impractical to keep 2-3 
weeks open for one overseas that may or 
may nof arise. As I have not received any 
reply to my letter to this date (February 
22nd), I have assumed that there is no 
disagreement with my suggestion regarding 
cancellation of my American trip. It is on 
this basis that I have informed my corres- 
pondents in the US that my visit is now 
unlikely. 


Jo OHN FONE 


Ouenn —, 


Racial ovals A newspaper fer the cai 
and advancement of the White Race. Please 
send 25 US dollars by IMO for one year’s 
subscription (surface mail) to COTC, PO Box 
400, Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units.- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958,London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH WEST LONDON 
BCM Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


HILLINGDON 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10.8XU 


BARKING & DAGENHAM 
PO Box 12, Dagenham, Essex RM10 7HE 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, 
Ashford TN26 3QP 


EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
DEVON 

PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


NORTH WALES 

PO Box 3, Llangefni, Anglesey L77 7UY 
LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 

PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 
NEWARK 

PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 
PETERBOROUGH 

PO Box 211, Peterborough, 

Cambs. PE3 8JE 

BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 

LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 

PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


ROCHDALE 

PO Box 156, Rochdale, Lancs. OL77 5LG 
LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9XY 
DARLINGTON 


PO Box 61, Darlington, 
Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
PAISLEY 

PO Box 72, Paisley, Renfrew PA2 OBH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Bromley (Rent), Newmarket, Colchester, 
Reading, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Dunstable, Stourbriage, Grantham, 
Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Burnley, Blackburn, Blackpool, Halifax, Dewsbury, York, Tees- 
side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, Greenock, Ayr, Aberdeen and Inver- 
ness. If you want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

We ask our readers to bear in mind that, because of the contro- 
versial nature of the opinions expressed in these columns, we have 
found it impossible to induce wholesale magazine distributers to 
handle our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high 
street newsagents or bookshops. Hence our need for additional 


financial support. 


Please send all contributions to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which 


case an SAE would be appreciated. 


Please pass the ammunition, and keep us in the battle! 
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NEMESIS 


i \ 


“| can’t make out what went wrong. | 
regularly campaigned for sanctions against 
South Africa. | raised £10,000 for the Anti- 
Apartheid movement. | held frequent rock 
concerts and discos in St. Paul’s. | con- 
demned the BNP as fascists and racists 
every time | spoke on TV. What more could 
l have done?” 


WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from page 3) 


us not beat about the bush: this should be a 
question of race. Is the applicant from a 
racial and cultural background similar to that 
of the indigenous British people? Is that 
applicant one of a kind who will be able to 
integrate harmoniously into the British 


Nation, with a true sense of identification 


with, and loyalty to, this nation? And is he 
or she a person with the qualities of intell- 
igence and character to be able to make a 
useful and valuable citizen and contribute 
positive skills to our community? 

If the answer to all these questions is: yes, 
then the circumstances under which the 
person in question came to be seeking entry 
into Britain is of little relevance. If the 


BNP to fight 


Coalville 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY will 
for the first time be contesting a seat in the 
Coalville area of Leicestershire in the forth- 
coming local government elections to the 
County Council. Recent activities in the 
town have brought an excellent response 
from local people, and it is anticipated that 
the party can gain a very respectable vote 
there. 

The BNP candidate will be Mr. James 
Taylor. 

Any party supporters in the Leicester- 
shire are, or for that matter the East 
Midlands, who would like to help in the 
Coalville campaign should write to the East 
Midlands Regional Organiser John Peacock 
at PO Box 148, Leicster LE3 2YD. 


VEHICLE FUND: 
£211.70 NEEDED! 


During the last month we have 


received £65.80 in donations to the BNP 
Vehicle Fund. This leaves £211.70 still to 
be raised. Let’s try and close the fund 
quickly. Monies please to Vehicle Fund, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


answer to any one of the questions is: no, 
then those circumstances are of no relevance 
at all. The applicant should not be admitted. 

Isn’t it fascinating and revealing how, 
once one adopts the ‘liberal’ standard of 
reasoning in one’s approach to everything, 
those matters which we ought to be able to 
solve very easily become intolerably 
difficult! 


BACK TO OLD FORMAT 

ONE OR TWO readers have contacted us 
following the change in our format whereby BNP 
party news was placed on pages 16 and 17 and 
literature advertisements on pages 18-20. The 
consensus seems to be that people prefer the old 
format, with these positions reversed. As a result, 
we have decided to change back, but with some 
adverts spilling onto page 18. We appreciate 
readers’ help in these matters. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 
A wide range of nationalist and revis- 
ionist VHS videos now available. — 
Send a stamped-addressed envelope 
for full lists to Freedom Videos, BM 
Truth, London WC1N 3XX. 


THE NEW WORLD ORDER: 


JUST WHAT DOES IT MEAN? 
(Contd. from-page 5) 


As we approach the end of the 20th 
century and contemplate the coming of the 
21st, we would do well to ponder on this 
question of ‘world order’ and decide whether. 
the current model as pursued by President 
Bush, following in the footsteps of Messrs.’ 
Churchill, Roosevelt & Stalin, is more or 
less worth aiming at than the previous 
model, maintained by British battleships, 


' German infantry and American isolation — 


combined with overall western racial sanity. 
I know which ‘world order’ makes the most 
sense to me. Isn’t it better than sending 
Tommy Atkins to die for the Al-Sabah 
dynasty of Kuwait? 


Epitaph to the Iron Lady 

“When she became MP for Finchley she 
paid ten shillings to be the first subscriber to 
the Anglo-Israel Friendship League and was 
elected its president. In one of her earliest 
public tributes to the Jewish state she 
remarked that ‘Israel has achieved more in the 
16 years of her existence than most states 
achieve in a century.’ 

“*...[t is widely accepted that Margaret 
Thatcher’s political and moral outlook has 
been to a significant degree shaped by two 
Jews — Lord Josepth and Chief Rabbi Lord 
Jacobovits. Keith Joseph was her early political 
mentor and much of what is now called 
Thatcherism could with some accuracy be 
labelled Josephism. 

“As for the Chief Rabbi, Mrs. Thatcher was 
said to be perfectly happy with political 
commentator Hugo Young’s description of 
Lord Jacobovits as ‘in effect the spiritual 
leader of Thatcherite Britain.’ 

€€,..It was probably more than a coincidence 
that she appointed a record number of Jews to 
Cabinet office.” 

Jewish Chronicle (30.11.90) 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack te:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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